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DETAILED ACTION 

1 , This Actions is in regards to the Amendment and Response received on 17 July 2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2, Claims 1-5, 7-9, 14-21, 23, 24, 26-28 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hamilton et al. (Hamilton), U.S. Patent No. 6,009,464 in view of 
Balasubramaniam et al. (Balasubramaniam), U.S. Patent No. 6,701,441. 

3, In regards to independent claims 1, 5 14, 17, 20, 21, 26, and 32 (e.g., exemplary 
independent claim 1), Hamilton discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Hamilton 
discloses about an application provision system comprising a server, (Fig 2, 130) a client 
comprising an operating system and a browser [col. 7, lines 29-36] a communication link 
operatively connecting the server and the cUent [Figure 4, items 305, 320, 340]; a server resident 
process on the server for controlling the application provision system, and for providing a 
requested application from the server to the client [Figure 5] a database comprising information 
for the location of files associated with an apphcation that can be installed on the cHent a 
platform independent executable program deliverable by the server to the client for execution 
thereon [Col. 4, lines 65-col. 5, lines 5, col. 6, lines 35-55] a browser hosted process on the client 
resulting from execution of the platform independent executable program on the client a 
communication pipe established by the browser hosted process (Fig 1) (Col 4, Une 65-Col 5, 
line 5) (Col 6, lines 35-55) the communication pipe being bi-directional, and enabling exclusive 
communication between the server resident process on the server, and the browser hosted 
process on the client, the browser hosted process accessing resources of the operating system on 
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the client by installing, invoking or reading output from, executable files on the client [Hamilton, 
Col. 6, lines 10-25]. However, Hamilton does not explicitly discloses a database 

4. In the same field of endeavor, Balasubramaniam discloses a database [col. 9, lines 55-67]. 

5. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated Balasubramaniam with the teachings of Hamilton, for the 
purpose of prevent hackers form activating different subroutines embedded in a computer executable 
code downloaded to a user computer via the web [col. 7, lines 29-32]. 

6. In claim 2, Hamilton- Balasubramaniam teaches wherein the server resident process 
includes a common gateway interface (Hamilton, Col 4, line 65-Col 5, line 5) (Col 5, lines 40- 
50). The Common Gateway Interface is a subset of the skeletons that applies to an internet 
browser. 

7. In claim 3, Hamilton-Balasubramaniam teaches wherein the platform independent 
executable program is "Java language" attached to a web page (Hamilton, Cpl 5, lines 40- 

50). , : - i . . 

8. In claim 4, Hamilton-Balasubramaniam teaches wherein the platform independent 
executable program is a Java applet (Hamilton, Col 5, lines 40-50). 

9. Regarding claim 5, limitations of this claim are substantially the same as that of 
claim 1, and is rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claim 1 above. 

10. In claim 7, Hamilton-Balasubramaniam teaches wherein the application provision system 
further comprises; at least one file associated with at least one application wherein the 
application is installable on the client (Col 7, lines 35-50); and at least one web page for 
downloading to the browser located on the 'client (Col 7, lines 29-35). 
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11. In claim 8, Hamilton-Balasubramaniam teaches wherein the file deUverable to the client 
includes a Java applet (Hamilton, Col 5, lines 55-65). 

12. In claim 9, Hamilton- Balasubramaniam teaches wherein the server resident processes 
includes a common gateway interface (Col 4, line 65-Col 5, line 5) (Col 5, lines 40-50). The 
Common Gateway Interface is a subset of the skeletons that applies to an internet browser. 

13. Regarding claim 14, limitations of this claim are substantially the same as that of 
claim 1, and is rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claim 1 above. 

14. In claim 15, Hamilton-Balasubramaniam teaches wherein the step of providing the 
application provides the entire apphcation to the client (Hamilton, Col 7, lines 40-50). All that 
is needed to access the online ordering system. 

15. In claim 16, Hamilton-Balasubramaniam wherein the step of providing the application 
provides selected files associated with the application to the client to update an existing instance 
of the application on the client (Hamilton, Col 6, lines 1-15). 

16 . Regarding claim 17, hmitations of this claim are substantially the same as that of claim 1, 
and is rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claim 1 above. 

17. In claim 18, HamiltouTBalasubramaniam teaches wherein the step of receiving the 
application receives the entire application from the cUent (Hamilton, Col 6, lines 20-25). 

18. In claim 19, Hamilton-Balasubramaniam teaches wherein the step of receiving the 
application receives selected files associated with the application from the server to update an 
existing instance of the apphcation on the client (Hamilton, Col 6, lines 5-15). 

19. Regarding claims 20 and 21, limitations of this claim are substantially the same as that of 
claim 1, and is rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claim 1 above. 
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20. Regarding claims 23, limitations of this claim are substantially the same as that of claim 
1, and is rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claim 1 above. Furthermore, with regards to 
the limitations of wherein the step of providing the requested application on the client comprises 
the steps of: providing a setup executable associated with the requested application by the 
server to the cUent, if the setup executable is absent on the client (Col 6, lines 10-20); 
installing the setup executable file on the cUent, if the setup executable is absent on the client 
(Col 6, lines 10-20); invoking the setup executable file (Col 6, lines 20-25); providing files 
associated with the requested version of the requested application by the setup executable 
files from the server to the client (Balasubramaniam , col. 11, lines 10-25 and Hamilton, Col 
6, lines 10-20 col. 1, lines 35-45 and col. 2, lines 5-15); installing native components on the 
client such that the native components do not interfere with the operating system of the client 
(Col 6, lines 20-30). ' 

21. Regarding claims 26, limitations of this claim are substantially the same as that of claim 
1 , and is rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claim 1 above. 

22. In claim 27, Hamilton-Balasubramaniam, discloses wherein the step of providing files 
comprises the steps of: providing the setup executable program associated with the requested 
application by the server to the client,* if the setup executable does not exist on the client 
(Hamilton Col 6, lines 10-20); installing the setup executable program on the client, if the setup 
executable program does not exist on the client (Hamilton Col 6, lines 10-25); invoking the setup 
executable program (Hamilton Col 6, lines 20-25); providing files associated with a requested version 
of the requested application by the setup executable program from the server to the client (Covered in 
claim ); and installing native components on the client such that the native components do not interfere 
with the operating system of the client (Hamilton Col 1 1, lines 50-65). 
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23. In claim 28, Hamilton-Balasurbramaniam, teaches a wherein the step of providing files 
comprises the steps of: comparing version information of the requested application installed on the 
client with version information of the requested application located on the server if it was determined 
that the requested application was installed on the client (Balasurbramaniam Col 11, lines 20-65); 
and transferring files associated with the requested application to the client for installation of the 
requested application on the client if the version of the requested application on the client is not the 
same as the version of the application located on the server (Balasurbramaniam Col 11, lines 20-65). 

24. Regarding claims 32, limitations of this claim are substantially the same as that of claim 
1, and is rejected for the same rationale in rejecting claim 1 above. 

Conclusion 

25. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
AppUcant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi'om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1,1 36(a) will be calculated fi"om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi"om the date of this 
final action. " 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul Kang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3882. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-6:00, 1 st and 2nd Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William C. Vaughn, Jr. can be reached on (571)272-3922. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubUshed applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpubhshed 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




